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A Special Meeting of the City Council of the City of Hickory was held in the Council Chamber of the 
Municipal Building on Thursday, September 1, 2015 at 6:06 p.m., with the following members present: 
 
                                                                            Rudy Wright  

Brad Lail   Hank Guess 
Bruce Meisner               Aldermen David P. Zagaroli  
Danny Seaver  Jill Patton  

 
A quorum was present.   
 
Also present were:  City Manager Mick Berry, Assistant City Manager Andrea Surratt, City Attorney John 
Crone, Deputy City Attorney Arnita Dula, Deputy City Clerk Sarah Prencipe and City Clerk Debbie D. 
Miller   
 
Staff present:  Planning Manager Cal Overby, Communications Director Mandy Pitts, and Assistant to the 
City Manager Yaidee Fox   
 
I. Mayor Wright called the meeting to order.  All Council members were present with the arrival of 

Alderman Seaver at 6:08 p.m. and Alderman Zagaroli arriving at 6:10 p.m.    
 
II. Discussion of Hickory Newton-Conover Thoroughfare Plan  

 
City Manager Mick Berry advised that Planning Director, with the Western Piedmont Council of 
Government, Mr. John Marshall would discuss the process involved with the Metropolitan 
Planning Organization for putting future plans on the map and removal of plans from the map.   
 
Alderman Meisner advised the citizens in attendance, and City Council that he had received a 
correspondence from Michelle Norris and had left a copy for Council members.  
 
Western Piedmont Council of Governments, Planning Director Mr. John Marshall explained what 
the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) was and what the MPO does with the 
Transportation Plans.   
 
Mayor Wright commented that it was good for people to understand the relationship between the 
City and the various counties and the COG (Council of Government).  
 
Mr. Marshall advised that the COG was the lead planning agency for the four county area MPO.  
He discussed the membership of the MPO.  Up until July 1, 2015 there were 27 local 
governments. They dissolved the Rural Planning Organization (RPO) on July 1, 2015.  The entire 
Hickory, Lenoir, and Morganton MSA is included in the MPO planning boundaries.  They picked 
up the rural parts of Alexander, Burke, Caldwell, Catawba Counties and the Town of Taylorsville.  
By taking it into the MSA they made a clean boundary of all four counties.  They tried to 
streamline everything.  He showed a PowerPoint presentation and pointed out the boundaries as 
of July 1, 2015.  He pointed out the RPO areas outside of that and the Hickory urbanized area 
defined by the 2010 census.  He pointed out an area that the RPO had inherited, which was part 
of Iredell County, when the Lake Norman RPO splintered a few years ago.  He advised that part 
had gone back to the Charlotte MPO.  He showed the boundaries of all four counties currently.  
The Greater Hickory MPO now encompasses all four counties.  He pointed out the urbanized 
area from the 2010 census.  He advised that the urban core is now over 200,000 for the Hickory, 
Lenoir, and Morganton area.  That puts us in different rules and regulations for MPO.  We are a 
transportation management area, we reached that when we hit 200,000 in an urban core.  He 
pointed out the original Hickory, Newton-Conover MPO boundary.  He commented that Alderman 
Meisner started on the MPO Board in 1986.  He advised that they take in the MSA, Hickory, 
Lenoir, and Morganton’s metropolitan’s statistical area.  It is now the MPO planning boundary.   
 
Mr. Marshall explained what a MPO is.  He advised that Alderman Lail and Alderman Meisner 
both serve on the MPO TAC.  He advised that the MPO is a Federal process to conduct local 
transportation planning in urbanized areas.  Hickory became an urbanized area after the 1980 
census.  We had an urban core of at least 50,000 so we were federally designated as an MPO.  
The MPO process is a partnership between them and the DOT to make decisions about 
transportation planning in the urbanized area for planning requirements established by the 
Federal government for legislation for transportation funding.  If we don’t have a MPO we don’t 
get Federal funds for highways.  He explained some of the things that the MPO does with regards 
to planning:  Long Range Transportation Plan; Comprehensive Transportation Plan; and the 
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program which has to mirror the State Transportation 
Improvement Program; Air Quality Conforming Analysis; travel demand modeling; Planning Work 
Program; priority needs list which is now referred to as SPOT 4.0, how they prioritize their 
projects now; and the Congestion Management Plan.  He advised this is something new that they 
have had to do since they became a TNA over 200,000, which is a new requirement.  
 
Mr. Marshall discussed the make-up of the MPO.  He advised that all of the decisions by the 
MPO were made by the Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC).  That is elected officials from 
all 28 local governments.  Hickory gets two representatives because of the population.  
Everybody else has one.  The two representatives currently are Alderman Meisner and Alderman 
Lail.  The TAC is the policy making body of elected officials and then there is a TCC, that is the 
staff level that makes recommendations to the TAC.  That would be people like City Manager 
Mick Berry, Assistant City Manager Andrea Surratt, and Planning Manager Cal Overby.  They 
serve on the TCC interchangeably.  They have a 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan.  Federal 
requirements dictate that they have at least a 20 year horizon on these Long Range 
Transportation Plans.  He displayed maps from the Long Range Transportation Plan.  He showed 
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roads for Caldwell, Alexander, Catawba and Burke Counties.  He showed a map and referred to it 
has the new project prioritization through the SPOT office.  SPOT being the Strategic Planning 
Office for Transportation at NCDOT.  They are allowed so many projects per year that they can 
submit.  There is a lot of projects that are still floating around that have not been funded yet.  He 
commented there are quite a few in the region that are on the books.  Some of them are funded 
some are not.  He discussed projects that had been funded:  one was a statewide project which 
was the improvements to US 321 from 13th Street in Hickory all the way up to 321A in Granite 
Falls.  Right of way is still scheduled to begin in 2017 on that project.  Another funded project was 
the improvements at 127 between 1st and 2nd Avenue, the one way pairs near Lyerly Mills.  
Funded also was the interchange 125 at Lenoir-Rhyne Boulevard.  There will be the addition of a 
clover to relieve congestion.  Another project will be the Sweetwater extension.  He commented 
that 321 and the bridge would be a big undertaking.  He commented that is a statewide project 
and had full funding.  He displayed the area at Lenoir-Rhyne Boulevard where the clover addition 
would be added.  That will take the traffic going north on Lenoir-Rhyne to help remove that 
congestion.  He displayed the area at Lyerly Mills pointing out 127.  There will be the addition of 
turn lanes in both directions on the one way pairs to clear that up.  Traffic backs up all the way to 
the fire department sometimes.  It will make a big difference when complete.  He showed the last 
project funded in the five year cycle which was Sweetwater extension which goes through 
CVCC’s campus.   
 
Alderman Meisner asked if those were funded in the first five years.  
 
Mr. Marshall confirmed that those were funded in the first five years of the STIP.  The projects 
that were funded in the second five years of the STIP are going to be re-evaluated.  He showed a 
map of proposed projects over the years.  He commented there were hundreds of them with a lot 
of projects planned.  He commented that lack of funding is the issue.   
 
Mr. Marshall discussed the 1983 Thoroughfare Plan, which was Hickory, Longview, Hildebran 
and Brookford.  In 1986 it switched over to the Hickory, Newton-Conover Thoroughfare Plan.  He 
displayed the first thoroughfare map in the modern era, 1983.  He advised it was just the Hickory, 
Newton-Conover area.  He advised that the project in question actually showed up in 1983, which 
was the project going across the river referred to as Icard Ferry.  It is located off the side of 29th.  
He advised that all of the old documentation refers to it as Icard Ferry.  He displayed the map 
from 1986, stating that the project was still on there.  He showed a letter from John Tippett’s old 
files which was dated 1990.  The letter was talking to Crescent Resources who wanted to develop 
the property in 1990.  He advised that Mr. Tippett gave them information about the planned 
project coming through there in 1990.  He displayed another letter from 1992 to Barry Warren 
who was the Caldwell County Planning Director.  Mr. Tippett had advised that they could put a 
subdivision in there but would you want to access properties off a major thoroughfare someday.  
He showed a recorded plat of the properties in question which was recorded in 2001.  He advised 
that the plat showed an alignment for a corridor, which showed potential alignment of the new 
road when it comes through.  It was not dedicated to the public, but it is shown on the map.  
Crescent at the time put that on the map so that people would be aware that would happen 
someday.  In 1997 there was a feasibility study done.  In the mid to late 90’s there was a private 
company that came in, we were getting legislation done at that time to build three toll roads in 
North Carolina.  That legislation was cut back to one.  Hickory was going to have the first toll road 
in modern times since the 20’s.  It was going to be that bridge.  When the private company came 
in to do evaluations they were moving full steam ahead.  Environmental work was going to start 
on it.  This project was going to happen.  DOT and the private company could not decide on who 
was going to do the modernization of the road on the Grace Chapel end and on the 29th or Icard 
Ferry end.  The private company was going to come in and build the bridge, and then they were 
going to force a lot of traffic into Northwest Hickory, southern Caldwell County, but where was 
that traffic going to go without road improvements.  DOT and the private company could not come 
to an agreement of who would pick up the maintenance or those improvements, and that is what 
killed the project.  He showed the full length of the project at that time and pointed out 127 in 
Hickory coming up Icard Ferry Road, the bridge, and making improvements to Grace Chapel.  He 
pointed out the portion that effected the property owners.  The thought process was to create a 
north, east, west corridor.   
 
Mr. Marshall showed a letter from 1996 in which there were recommendations on the bridge, 29th 
and over to Caldwell County to actually add 14 feet of pavement so they could accommodate four 
feet of bike lane.  There was going to be bike lane on the bridge and adjoining roads.  He 
displayed a newspaper article from the News Topic in 2002 with the headline “Toll Bridge 
Proposal Dead in the Water”.  That is when the private company decided to pull out in early 2000 
because there was not an agreement between DOT about the road improvements on either end.  
He commented that at one time this was the number one ranked project in the Hickory, Newton-
Conover Thoroughfare Plan that was not funded at one time back in the 90’s.   
 
Alderman Lail asked if this project was analyzed as part of the SPOT plan, and what was its 
score.   
 
Mr. Marshall advised that they did not submit it.  There is a list of projects in the Long Range 
Transportation Plan that are physically constrained.  By physically constraining that project you 
have to put certain projects in there that they can actually calculate to pay for over certain time 
periods.  He advised this one did not fall into the category to be able to afford.  It did not get 
ranked by SPOT.  It is in the system, but it did not rank.   
 
City Attorney John Crone asked what it would take to get that thoroughfare to fruition.  
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Mr. Marshall asked to actually get it constructed, time and money.  The problem is there are so 
many projects and so little money.   
 
Mr. Crone asked if that would be a public/private venture in his opinion.    
 
Mr. Marshall commented probably not now.  He thinks that we missed the window on that one.  It 
will probably have to go through the process and be constructed by DOT and will have to go 
through the STIP process.  That is the reason that was accelerated at one time.  When you go 
through the regular STIP process sometimes projects take 25-30 years depending on funding.  
 
Mr. Crone questioned if there had been any desire articulated to remove that plan from potential 
future development.   
 
Mr. Marshall commented that the only thing that they had been done, with regards to removing it 
from the plan, was from the citizens on the Caldwell side.  
 
Mayor Wright asked the cost to the State for the 321 bridge.   
 
Mr. Marshall advised that the first phase was approximately 43 million dollars.  The upper 
portions are more expensive than that.   
 
Mayor Wright commented that we spend all that money on the 321 bridge, which is going to 
enhance the trip to 40.  He asked how likely it was that DOT would get excited about putting this 
road and bridge in.  
 
Mr. Marshall explained that would depend if you look at 2011 versus 2005.  It depends on what 
we had in 2005.  It is a lot different than what happened in 2011 and 2013.  It depends on the 
growth of the area in the next two decades.  
 
Alderman Guess asked if they were conducting road counts.  
 
Mr. Marshall commented that the ADT was at its peak in 2005 for all roads in the Hickory area, 
2011 was the low point in traffic counts.  It is starting to slowly go back up.  We are back up to 
over 40,000 on the bridge now.  
 
Alderman Guess asked what kind of count would realistically be needed to move this forward.   
 
Mr. Marshall advised that it depends on what the model shows.  When you run the model it looks 
for alternative routes to try and relieve that congestion.  Right now the biggest thing is we can’t 
afford it.  Money is just not there for these extra projects.  It would be wonderful if we had endless 
money to build everything on the plan, but that is not going to happen.  We are going to deal with 
a lot of roads that are not going to handle traffic over the next 20 years.  As long as the economy 
comes back and things are successful it is going to be pretty congested.  Right now traffic is not 
horrible in Hickory just because of the economy.  When that comes back it is going to be a 
different story.  People forget how crowded it was in 2005.   
 
Alderwoman Patton asked about the projected time on the 321 project would be with the start 
time of 2017.   
 
Mr. Marshall advised that could be 2024-2025.  You have to think of the magnitude of that project.  
The railroad bridge, the L Bridge that is going to have to be replaced.  What are we going to do 
with Clement Boulevard, Grace Chapel Road, which is not even mentioning the big span bridges 
that are going in there?  This is a massive, massive project.  
 
Alderman Meisner commented that a lot of this is driven by traffic count.  Right now on 29th there 
is huge development on 127, and the Springs Road development.  He didn’t know if they would 
use 2013 or 2015 traffic counts.   
 
Mr. Marshall commented that it was going to make a huge difference if they used 2015 counts, it 
is going up.   
 
Alderman Meisner agreed that it was going to make a tremendous amount of difference.  If we 
can get 2015 traffic counts maybe that could be moved up.  
 
Mr. Marshall referenced finishing McDonald Parkway, a lot of that depending on how that ranks 
out depends on whether they use 2013 or 2015 counts.  That is really what put the damper on 
that was the 2013 counts.   
 
Mr. Crone asked the role of the municipality in adding or deleting something to the map.  He 
commented that the City didn’t have any power to dictate the master plan.   
 
Mr. Marshall advised that the City has input, and a vote.  If the City wants something removed 
from the thoroughfare plan, he used for example, on this particularly project he would need action 
from the City of Hickory and action from Caldwell County Commissioners to both agreeing to take 
this project off the thoroughfare plan.  Council would have to vote on that and someone from the 
City, the Mayor or City Manager, would send him a letter stating that the City of Hickory had voted 
on this,  they had public input, and wanted that project removed from the Transportation Plan.  
When he receives that from both local governments then it would go to the MPO Board, starting 
with the TCC and get their recommendation, and then to the TAC and they make a final vote. 
DOT is involved as well.    
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Mr. Crone confirmed that would take action from the City of Hickory and Caldwell County 
Commissioners.   
 
Mr. Marshall advised that the MPO Board could not just remove something without public 
hearings and public input and 30 day comment periods.  If you are adding or removing they must 
have a request from the local government or governments that are effected.   
 
Alderman Lail asked on the 2040 long range plan how many projects might be listed in Catawba 
County.   
 
Mr. Marshall estimated at least 30 to 35.  
 
Alderman Lail questioned how many of those have reserved rights of way.  
 
Mr. Marshall replied there are a few.  
 
Alderman Lail commented this one would be one of the very few.  
 
Mr. Marshall advised that it is not really reserved, it is just identified on there.   
 
Alderman Lail commented that it is not dedicated right of way, it is not for public use.  These folks 
fully understand that.  
 
Mr. Marshall advised that there was a difference in this one and the one that was done for the 
southern corridor.  The map would actually affect the southern corridor.  This one was done 
voluntarily by Duke Power and Crescent showing that potential.  Crescent wanted to identify that 
on their plat and they did.   
 
Alderman Lail requested an explanation between, as it relates to the Map Act, the southern 
corridor.  Council sees it all the time because it is within their jurisdiction, this is not within their 
jurisdiction to act upon.    
 
Mr. Marshall stated that the southern corridor is actual a dedicated corridor that they have kept 
development from happening in there.  If they requested a subdivision they would have been told 
no.  That is why this is different because that subdivision was still allowed to happen even though 
that corridor was planned in there, it was not dedicated.  
 
Alderman Meisner referenced a property off of 5th where Hampton Heights is and the Kaylor’s 
built apartments there.  There is a 90 foot strip there that is nothing.  The City would not let them 
build on that.  
 
Mr. Marshall pointed out the issue on the corridor map.  He commented that if those two lines 
were not on the map, financial institutions probably would not loan money on those for somebody 
to buy because they see this potential corridor being built in there.  
 
Alderman Lail asked which local government had signed the plat.  
 
Mr. Marshall stated it is in Caldwell County.  
 
Alderman Lail asked if it was the Caldwell County Planning Director who had signed it.  
 
Mr. Marshall advised that it would be the planning board, County Commissioners, and Register of 
Deeds.  
 
Alderman Lail asked as a resolution for them, the corridor could stay.  The issue is not 
necessarily the corridor.  Do we need connection from 127 to 321?  Yes, we might.  But the 
resolution for them would be to rerecord their plat.  
 
Mr. Marshall commented that Crescent did this.  He did not know if there was some way to 
rerecord this plat.  The bigger overall project is still there, even if this map was clean and there 
were no lines on the map.  The potential of that bridge is still there.  You might be able to sell 
these lots, but that bridge could possibly still be built.  He asked what we be solved?  You could 
sell the property and help the immediate property owner out, but again the bigger issue is the 
bridge itself.  
 
Alderman Lail questioned if there had been any kind of studies conducted on the alignment of the 
bridge.   
 
Mr. Marshall advised initially back in the 90’s there were.   
 
Alderman Lail confirmed that there was not anything current.  
 
Mr. Marshall stated that there is not a centerline for this project.  
 
Alderman Lail asked what typically happens if DOT places a road and the need to place if over 
private property.  
 
Mr. Marshall stated that they would pay fair market value.   
 



September 1, 2015  

 5 

Alderman Lail commented that their right of way agents would descend upon whomever and 
begin to buy property.  
 
Mr. Crone commented that they would try to buy it first and if not by eminent domain.  
 
Mr. Marshall commented that DOT tried to reserve corridors in the past.  The problem was that 
they reserved those corridors for 20 to 30 years and was tying up those people’s property.  The 
Legislators created the Map Act because they were tying up people’s property for 20 to 30 years 
without compensation.  The Map Act states that if you do not do this within 2 to 3 years, if the 
project is not moving forward you have to buy it.   
 
Alderman Lail commented or allow the development, you can’t restrict it.  
 
Mr. Marshall commented that he would be curious to know if you went to the county to get a 
permit for this, if they would give them a building permit.  The issue is selling the property.  
 
A citizen in attendance, Ms. Denise Poe advised that they couldn’t put a boat dock up.  
 
Mr. Marshall commented that the boat dock would be up to Duke Power, they didn’t have 
anything to do with that.  
 
Alderman Meisner commented with a dotted line, it is kind of up to developers to work around it.  
The City had a big problem with Lowes Hardware because it was adjacent to one of the 
thoroughfares.  
 
Mr. Crone commented that the interesting thing about this particular plat is that it actually shows it 
on the plat, and not many plats show that.  If there is a map somewhere, and if you are a good 
title searcher, query as a lawyer, is it part of your duty to check the MPO to make sure that there 
is not a potential road going through this property.  
 
Mr. Marshall advised that real estate people have to disclose this.  If this comes off the map, what 
is the legal obligation of the real estate person selling these lots in here?  He did not know.  If it 
does not show on the map, but they know about it, what is the legality there?    
 
Alderman Meisner stated that one of the neighbors had called him and had purchased their 
property in 2007.  Their realtor told them about the thoroughfare.  
 
Mayor Wright asked when they tell them do you think they say it is never going to happen? 
 
Mr. Marshall commented would you be wrong to say that it is not going to happen for the next 20 
to 30 years.  Probably not.   
 
A citizen in attendance Ms. Carrie Craymer, commented that is what they are saying with that 
article about the toll road.  She commented that she and her husband live in phase one.  When 
the toll roll went down everyone in the community was under the assumption it was done and not 
going to happen.  Ms. Poe did not buy the property until she was told that by a realtor.  Their 
whole neighborhood felt like this was not going to happen, and probably not going to happen in 
40 years.  But the people who own the land there are really being held back.   
 
Another citizen, Mr. Charlie Brady commented that Ms. Poe had a buyer, and the buyer was 
denied a construction loan from the bank.  In regards to the Map Act, in a way it is a similar type 
of thing.  Mr. Crone is correct that it is highly unusual to see a thoroughfare plan on a plat.  It is 
rare.  There are so many red flags.  It has been on that plat since 1994.  It is just wooning out 
there and it is affecting the regular everyday people that are wanting to sell their property 
because it is noted on the plat.  
 
Mr. Marshall stated that this wasn’t recorded until 2001.   
 
Mr. Charlie Brady responded but the plat for Ms. Poe’s property was recorded in 1994.  How long 
should something be on a plat and a plan, just like the theory behind the Map Act, affecting all of 
these people just because it is out there in the cloud somewhere?  At some point in time DOT can 
condemn any piece of property that they want if there is a public purpose for it and people have to 
be compensated for it.  
 
Mr. Marshall commented that Crescent agreed to that as a courtesy.  They wanted to show the 
property owners that could potentially be there.  They wanted to be upfront and they put it on the 
plat.   
 
Mr. Brady responded that he did not have a problem with that.  He felt that Crescent was trying to 
be open and honest but then it becomes a question of practicality and reasonableness over how 
long a period of time.  These property owners are being held hostage to those two lines on their 
plats.  Here we have a real everyday example of a construction loan being denied by the bank 
because of those two lines.    
 
Mayor Wright advised that this was a workshop and that dialogue was not allowed at these 
workshops normally.  He commented that he had looked at two mitigating factors for overriding 
the normal procedure.  One of them being that Mr. Marshall initiated the conversation and 
secondly this is a workshop.  He advised that it was okay and that everyone had been very 
professional, polite and everyone is learning more during this workshop.  He clarified the reason 
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that they don’t allow this to be a “two way street” at all times.  He asked how many more 
situations around the County or Hickory existed.  
 
Mr. Marshall commented that it depends.  This is a unique circumstance because it goes through 
a subdivision.  There are corridors all over the four counties that affect property owners.    
 
Alderman Lail commented it is unique because Crescent in this case actually indicated where this 
plan was.  The irony is if DOT was ready to move on this today they are still going to have to 
purchase this property.  Neither DOT nor the City owns this property.  They are being denied full 
use of it.   
 
Mr. Marshall advised that the City of Hickory has nothing to do with this because it is Caldwell 
County.  The City has influence on the overall big picture of the bridge and the project.  But this 
particular line on the map, Hickory City Council has nothing to do with that.  
 
Alderwoman Patton asked should this group go to Caldwell County to get them to change it.  For 
anyone who has a problem with it, is that where they should start.   
 
Mr. Marshall addressed Mr. Brady, a citizen and advised that he did not know the legality of 
getting them to rerecord this.  He might want to look into that.   
 
Mr. Brady advised that probably wouldn’t solve the problem because he doesn’t know if Crescent 
would rerecord it.  He was not certain of that.  
 
Alderman Guess requested reiteration of what City Council’s role would be going forward 
concerning this particular property.   
 
Mr. Marshall stated this property is in Caldwell County but the project effects Caldwell County and 
the City of Hickory.  The only influence that the City of Hickory would have on this particular 
project would be if the project is removed from the Long Range Transportation Plan.  If the entire 
project is taken out of the Long Range Transportation Plan, this goes away.    
 
Alderman Lail asked if the City did that who would record a plat that was clean.   
 
Mr. Marshall advised that it would have to be whoever owns the properties.  He did not know 
what Crescent’s role would be in that but they would have to go back through the process, and go 
back through the County.   
 
Alderman Lail commented that at some point the plat is going to have to be cleaned up anyway.   
 
Alderman Guess commented realistically this is out there.  The City does not have any direct 
immediate control over this aspect of it.  
 
Mr. Marshall responded not with this plat.   
 
Alderman Guess commented in reality it is on the back burner and there is no immediate plans.   
 
Mr. Marshall commented it is the “chicken or the egg” thing.  What do you do to fix it now?  Either 
you remove the project altogether or figure out a way to work this plat through the Caldwell 
County system.  
 
Alderwoman Patton commented so it would be for them to go to the Caldwell County 
Commissioners to take care of this.    
 
Mr. Marshall advised that as far as he knew Caldwell County did not vote on it, but the 
Commissioners had already indicated that they do not want the overall project to come off of the 
plan.   
 
Alderwoman Patton questioned if they had addressed the plat issue.  
 
Mr. Marshall advised that the bigger issue was the bridge itself.  Which they said they did not 
want that plan taken out of the Long Range Transportation Plan.  This is an underlying issue to 
that.  The project itself is the big picture.   
 
Mayor Wright asked if Council needed to communicate with Caldwell County on this, or do they 
recommend that these constituents communicate with Caldwell.  
 
Mr. Crone advised that it would be premature for City Council do to anything unless they are 
anxious to take it off the plat.  It is a “catch 22” as Mr. Brady said it affects people that owns 
property now, but the flipside of that is that is why it is called Long Range Planning.  He used for 
an example 127.  Everybody complained when that was widened.  What if that wasn’t widened?  
There were lawsuits filed to prevent that.  What if 127 was a two lane road?  The future is the 
future.  You can’t tell whether five years is not reasonable and not predictable.  Somewhere down 
the road, probably after our lifetime, there may be a significant traffic issue that is alleviated by 
having a toll bridge, or a bridge, or some way to connect that Caldwell County corridor with 
Catawba County.  It is a two edged sword.  There was substantial time and effort put into 
planning this many, many years ago.  He commended Crescent for putting it on their plat, they 
didn’t have to.  As far as fixing that particular plat issue that is not the City of Hickory’s jurisdiction.   
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Mayor Wright commented everyone owns property which could be seized by imminent domain.  
The City of Hickory very rarely, or if every does that.  The cat is out of the bag because this is on 
the plat.  Then you have citizens that want to build their dream lifetime home, and they might put 
a bridge right through there and take their property.  But it could happen anywhere.    
 
Alderman Lail commented that this a very conceptual alignment, there is no center line and we 
don’t know what alignment that it would take if the bridge were going to be built.  He commented 
that he was just speaking out of frustration for the property owner, he was not suggesting that 
there was anything that City Council could do, or that the MPO could do.  A connection between 
127 and 321 is important.  He felt that Caldwell County could figure out how to get that plat 
cleaned up so Ms. Poe could move on.  If this road comes through then DOT can come and pay 
for whatever is in the way.   
 
Alderman Guess questioned if the citizens had the same meeting with Caldwell County.  
 
Mr. Marshall advised that Ms. Poe had made statements at their Commissioner’s meeting, but he 
did not know how involved that it got.  
 
Mayor Wright advised that the citizens could address Council at their next meeting.  He 
commented that Alderman Lail said it well referring to frustration.  The citizens are good 
taxpayers, good citizens, and Ms. Poe needs to have some resolution.   
 

III. There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 6:49 p.m.   
 
 

__________________________________ 
Mayor   
 

 
  _____________________________ 

City Clerk 
 
 


